Data from several joint replacement registries suggest that the rate of early revision surgery after primary total hip arthroplasty (THA), widely defined as within 5 years of primary THA, is increasing (Thien et al. [@CIT0015], Cnudde et al. [@CIT0001]). Recent data have shown that a high proportion of early revision surgeries are performed within 3 months (Swiss National Joint Registry 2018). Patients requiring such early revision surgery may share particular characteristics that put them at risk, such as preoperative health status.

Evidence from the New Zealand Joint Registry suggests that poor preoperative health status, assessed by ASA class, places patients at increased risk of revision within 2 years of surgery (Hooper et al. [@CIT0005]). However, there are few data on the influence of poor preoperative health status on very early revision, specifically within 3 months of primary THA. Understanding its influence on the rate of very early revision surgery would be beneficial for 3 reasons: 1st, enhanced preoperative risk stratification would support surgeons and patients; 2nd, risk-reduction strategies could be identified and implemented for patients most at risk within 3 months postoperatively; and 3rd, risk adjustment would facilitate comparisons of outcomes between datasets.

Other reoperations after primary THA include, but are not limited to, debridement of infection, osteosynthesis of periprosthetic fracture, and drainage of hematoma. Data on other reoperations are not widely collected by arthroplasty registries. Evidence on incidence and causative factors is limited (Ferguson et al. [@CIT0003]).

Many methods exist to measure preoperative health status. The ASA classification system is now the most widely collected system for measuring physical health status by arthroplasty registries worldwide (Lübbeke et al. [@CIT0007]).

We investigated the influence of ASA class on the risk of revision and other reoperation within 3 months and within 5 years of primary THA. In cases of revision and other reoperation, we investigated the indication for surgery.  

Patients and methods {#s0002}
====================

We conducted a retrospective analysis of data from 2 arthroplasty registries. We performed a preliminary study in a hospital registry (Geneva Arthroplasty Registry, GAR), and compared the results with those from a national registry (Swedish Hip Arthroplasty Register, SHAR).

GAR collects data on all THAs performed at Geneva University Hospitals, the only public hospital of the canton of Geneva, Switzerland serving a population of 500,000 inhabitants (Geneva Joint Arthroplasty Registry 2017). Completeness of recording THAs is \> 99%. SHAR collects data on all THAs performed in Sweden, covering 80 clinics (Swedish Hip Arthroplasty Register 2016). Completeness of recording THAs in the registry is 98.3%. The completeness of capture of revision surgery following primary THAs recorded in the GAR was 100% in 2013--2016, based on revisions performed within Switzerland. It was not possible to directly calculate the completeness of capture of revision surgery prior to 2013 in GAR; however, loss to follow-up in GAR after 5 years was 6% during 1996--2012, hence we estimate the completeness of capture of revision surgery was ≥ 94%. In SHAR the completeness of capture of revision surgery was 93%, based on revisions performed within Sweden.

Eligible procedures were elective primary THAs performed during the period that registries collected data on ASA class. This period was March 1996 through December 2016 for GAR and January 2008 through December 2016 for SHAR. THAs in patients with missing data on ASA class were excluded. Bilateral cases were included. 2 groups of cases were excluded: 1st, we excluded metal-on-metal THAs because they have a substantially higher revision rate than other bearings (Swedish Hip Arthroplasty Register 2016, Geneva Joint Arthroplasty Registry 2017, National Joint Registry 2017). Moreover, patients with lower ASA class received metal-on-metal prostheses more than other patients, meaning inclusion of such cases could have biased our results. 2nd, we excluded THAs for which the indication was trauma or malignancy.

The ASA classification system classifies patients into 6 categories (classes I \[normal health\]--VI \[brain death\]). ASA classes V and VI are not appropriate to patients undergoing elective THA, leaving a range of ASA classes I--IV.

We evaluated 2 outcomes: incidence of revision and of any other reoperation. Revision surgery was defined as any surgery that involved the addition, removal, or replacement of 1 or more components of the prosthetic hip. Other reoperation was defined as any surgery to the prosthetic hip that did not involve the addition, removal, or replacement of any components of the prosthetic hip. Closed reduction of dislocation was not included as a reoperation. Indications for surgery were also extracted. Covariates were age at surgery, sex, BMI, and diagnosis (primary or secondary osteoarthritis \[OA\]).

The GAR records revision, other reoperation, and mortality data continuously and actively follows patients up at 1, 5, 10, 15, and 20 years. The SHAR records revision and other reoperation data continuously. Mortality data are obtained from the Swedish Board of Health and Welfare. The end of follow-up was December 2016.

Statistics {#s0003}
----------

Analyses were conducted independently for each registry. Baseline characteristics were described using frequencies, proportions, means, and standard deviations (SDs). The proportion of THAs in patients of ASA class IV (0.6% in GAR and 0.4% in SHAR) was too small for meaningful analysis on its own. Thus, ASA was categorized into 3 groups: class I, II, and III--IV.

The cumulative mortality was assessed with Kaplan--Meier survival estimates. Cumulative incidence of revision and other reoperation by ASA class over 5-year follow-up after index THA was assessed using non-parametric models with death as competing event. As a sensitivity analysis, the survival analyses were re-run including only the 1st THA procedure in each patient. Cause-specific Cox proportional hazard models (presented as cause-specific hazard ratios \[HRs\] with 95% confidence intervals \[CIs\]) were used to assess the association between ASA class and risk of revision and other reoperation. Death was considered as a competing event. ASA class I was defined as the referent category. Details on the assumption of the models are presented in the Appendix (see [Supplementary data](https://doi.org/10.1080/17453674.2019.1605785)). With the proposed models, the HRs for the associations were potentially different within 3 months following primary THA and after 3 months. Multivariable models with a pre-specified set of adjustment factors (age, sex, BMI, diagnosis) were conducted. Complete case analysis was used for adjusted models.

Data were analyzed using SPSS Version 23 software (IBM Corp, Armonk, NY, USA) and R (R Foundation for Statistical Computing, Vienna, Austria) with alpha of 0.05 as the statistical threshold for significance (all tests were 2-sided).

Ethics, funding, and potential conflicts of interests {#s0004}
-----------------------------------------------------
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Results {#s0005}
=======

In GAR, 5,319 procedures in 4,501 patients were eligible for inclusion. In SHAR, 122,241 procedures in 106,522 patients were eligible for inclusion ([Table 1](#t0001){ref-type="table"}). In both cohorts the proportions of cases in obese patients (BMI ≥ 30), in those over 85 years of age, and in patients with secondary OA were highest in ASA classes III--IV.

###### 

Preoperative patient characteristics by ASA class

                          GAR           SHAR                                                                                
  ----------------------- ------------- ------------- ------------- ------------- ------------- ------------- ------------- --------------
  Women, n (%)            259 (54)      2,106 (60)    767 (57)      3,132 (59)    16,112 (55)   41,460 (59)   9,885 (53)    67,149 (57)
  Age (mean, SD)          60.1 (12.3)   68.8 (11.7)   76.1 (10.1)   69.9 (12.2)   62.5 (10.7)   69.2 (9.7)    72.9 (9.8)    68.2 (10.5)
  Age categories, n (%)                                                                                                      
   \< 55                  150 (31)      393 (11)      42 (3.1)      585 (11)      6,325 (22)    5,152 (7.1)   863 (4.3)     12,340 (10)
   55--64                 127 (26)      667 (19)      109 (8.1)     903 (17)      9,679 (33)    15,756 (22)   2,701 (13)    28,136 (23)
   65--74                 152 (32)      1,226 (35)    357 (27)      1,735 (33)    9,766 (33)    29,660 (41)   6,999 (35)    46,425 (38)
   75--84                 49 (10)       1,024 (29)    550 (41)      1,623 (31)    3,225 (11)    19,423 (27)   7,648 (38)    30,296 (25)
   **≥** 85               3 (0.6)       186 (5.3)     284 (21)      473 (8.9)     285 (1.0)     2,866 (3.9)   1,893 (9.4)   5,044 (4.1)
  BMI (mean, SD)          24.8 (3.3)    26.8 (4.7)    27.3 (5.6)    26.8 (4.9)    26.1 (3.8)    27.4 (4.4)    28.7 (5.6)    27.3 (4.6)
  BMI categories, n (%)                                                                                                      
   \< 18.5                13 (2.7)      63 (1.8)      43 (3.3)      119 (2.3)     195 (0.6)     531 (0.7)     240 (1.2)     966 (0.8)
   18.5--24               245 (51)      1,280 (37)    437 (33)      1,962 (37)    11,405 (38)   20,933 (29)   5,008 (26)    37,346 (31)
   25--29                 193 (40)      1,303 (38)    441 (33)      1,937 (37)    12,868 (43)   31,374 (44)   6,955 (36)    51,197 (43)
   30--34                 27 (5.6)      642 (19)      288 (22)      957 (18)      3476 (12)     14,512 (20)   4,520 (23)    22,508 (19)
   35--39                 2 (0.4)       156 (4.5)     85 (6.4)      243 (4.6)     416 (1.3)     3,234 (4.5)   2,115 (11)    5,765 (4.8)
   **≥** 40               0 (0.0)       26 (0.7)      27 (2.0)      53 (1.0)      66 (0.2)      529 (0.7)     629 (3.2)     1,224 (1.0)
  Missing data            1             26            21            48            854           1,744         637           3,235
  Diagnosis, n (%)                                                                                                           
  Primary OA              375 (78)      2,817 (81)    1,007 (75)    4,199 (79)    26,644 (91)   67,221 (92)   17,666 (88)   111,531 (92)
  Secondary OA            106 (22)      679 (19)      335 (25)      1,120 (21)    2,636 (9.0)   5,636 (7.7)   2,438 (12)    10,710 (8.8)

In GAR, 126 cases of revision were recorded within 5 years, with 59 (47% of total) within 3 months ([Table 2](#t0002){ref-type="table"}). The incidence of death within 5 years was 12.8% (CI 11.8--13.8). In SHAR, 2,353 cases of revision were recorded within 5 years, with 1,030 (44% of total) within 3 months. The incidence of death within 5 years was 8.3% (CI 8.1--8.5). In both cohorts, the cumulative incidence of revision within 3 months and within 5 years was higher in ASA classes III--IV than in ASA class I (within 3 months, GAR: 2.3% versus 0.6%; SHAR: 1.6% versus 0.5%; within 5 years, GAR: 3.3% versus 2.3%; SHAR: 3.3% versus 1.9%). The cumulative incidence was lower for other reoperation than for revision in both cohorts.

###### 

Incidence of revision and other reoperation within 5 years of primary THA by ASA score

                  Total number   Revision Cumulative incidence (CI)   Total number     Other reoperation Cumulative incidence (CI)                     
  --------------- -------------- ------------------------------------ ---------------- --------------------------------------------- ----------------- ----------------
  Geneva                                                                                                                                                
   All patients   126 (2.4)      1.1 (0.8--1.4)                       2.6 (2.1--3.0)   95 (1.8)                                      0.7 (0.5--0.9)    1.9 (1.5--2.3)
   ASA I          10 (2.1)       0.6 (0.0--1.3)                       2.3 (0.9--3.8)   9 (1.9)                                       0.4 (0.0--1.0)    2.0 (0.7--3.4)
   ASA II         73 (2.1)       0.7 (0.4--1.0)                       2.3 (1.8--2.8)   58 (1.7)                                      0.7 (0.4--0.9)    1.8 (1.3--2.2)
   ASA III--IV    43 (3.2)       2.3 (1.5--3.1)                       3.3 (2.3--4.3)   28 (2.1)                                      0.9 (0.0 --1.4)   2.2 (1.4--3.0)
  Sweden                                                                                                                                                
   All patients   2,353 (1.9)    0.9 (0.8--0.9)                       2.3 (2.2--2.4)   878 (0.7)                                     0.4 (0.4--0.4)    0.8 (0.8--0.9)
   ASA I          444 (1.5)      0.5 (0.4--0.6)                       1.9 (1.7--2.1)   145 (0.5)                                     0.2 (0.2--0.3)    0.6 (0.5--0.7)
   ASA II         1,364 (1.9)    0.8 (0.7--0.9)                       2.3 (2.2--2.4)   522 (0.7)                                     0.4 (0.3--0.4)    0.8 (0.8--0.9)
   ASA III--IV    545 (2.7)      1.6 (1.4--1.7)                       3.3 (3.0--3.6)   211 (1.0)                                     0.7 (0.6--0.8)    1.2 (1.0--1.4)

There was a positive association between ASA class and the risk of revision within 5 years (GAR: p = 0.02 for the comparison between ASA class I or II versus III or IV; SHAR: p \< 0.001 for the comparison among all ASA classes). Results were unchanged by including only the first procedure in each patient. An association between ASA class and risk of other reoperation within 5 years was detected only in SHAR (GAR: p = 0.6; SHAR: p \< 0.001) (Figure).

In GAR, ASA classes III--IV were associated with a higher risk of revision ([Table 3](#t0003){ref-type="table"}). However, the association was restricted to within 3 months after primary THA (unadjusted HR: 3.4, CI 1.6--7.4). The association persisted after adjustment for differences in the preoperative baseline characteristics. The risk of revision was also higher in patients with a diagnosis of secondary OA and in obese patients.

###### 

Associations with the risk of revision (time-invariant HR unless specified)

                        GAR cohort                 SHAR cohort
  --------------------- -------------------------- --------------------------
  Univariable model                                 
   ASA I                1 (ref)                    1 (ref)
   ASA II               1.0 (0.5--2.0)             1.6 (1.4--2.0) **^a,f^**
                                                   1.1 (0.9--1.3) **^b,f^**
   ASA III--IV          3.4 (1.6--7.4) **^a,c^**   3.2 (2.6--3.9) **^a,f^**
                        0.7 (0.3--1.7) **^b,c^**   1.3 (1.1--1.6) **^b,f^**
  Multivariable model                               
   ASA I                1 (ref)                    1 (ref)
   ASA II               1.0 (0.5--1.9)             1.7 (1.4--2.1) **^a,g^**
                                                   1.2 (1.0--1.3) **^b,g^**
   ASA III--IV          2.7 (1.2--5.9) **^a,d^**   3.3 (2.6--4.0) **^a,g^**
                        0.7 (0.3--1.7) **^b,d^**   1.4 (1.1--1.6) **^b,g^**
   Sex                                              
    Male                1 (ref)                    1 (ref)
    Female              0.8 (0.6--1.1)             0.7 (0.6--0.7)
   Diagnosis                                        
    Primary OA          1 (ref)                    1 (ref)
    Secondary OA        2.4 (1.7--3.5)             1.4 (1.3--1.6)
   BMI                                              
    \< 35               1 (ref)                    1 (ref)
    **≥** 35            3.7 (2.3--6.0)             2.6 (2.2--3.1) **^a,h^**
                                                   1.2 (1.0--1.5) **^b,h^**
   Age                                              
    \< 85 y             1 (ref)                    1 (ref)
    **≥** 85 y          1.6 (0.8--3.3) **^a,e^**   1.9 (1.5--2.4) **^a,i^**
                        0.2 (0.1--1.7) **^b,e^**   0.6 (0.4--0.8) **^b,i^**

**^a^**HR within the first 3 months.

**^b^**HR after 3 months and within 5 years.

**^c^**The change in HR within the first 3 months and after was statistically significant (p \< 0.001).

**^d^**The change in HR within the first 3 months and after was statistically significant (p = 0.002).

**^e^**A change in HR within the first 3 months and after was suspected (p = 0.07).

**^f^**The change in HR within the first 3 months and after was statistically significant (ASA II: p \< 0.001, ASA III--IV: p \< 0.001).

**^g^**The change in HR within the first 3 months and after was statistically significant (ASA II: p \< 0.001, ASA III--IV: p \< 0.001).

**^h^**The change in HR within the first 3 months and after was statistically significant (p \< 0.001).

**^i^**The change in HR within the first 3 months and after was statistically significant (p \< 0.001).

In SHAR, the association of ASA classes III--IV with revision within 3 months was confirmed (unadjusted HR: 3.2, CI 2.6--3.9). The association decreased after 3 months but remained statistically significant (unadjusted HR: 1.3, CI 1.1--1.6). In contrast to GAR, an association with ASA class II was also detected within 3 months (unadjusted HR: 1.6, CI 1.4--2.0). Adjustment for differences in the preoperative baseline characteristics did not importantly modify the associations. In contrast to GAR, sex and age were also associated with the risk of revision. Women had a lower risk of revision. Patients aged over 85 years had a higher risk within 3 months but a lower risk thereafter. The associations between the risk of revision and the diagnosis of both secondary OA and obesity were confirmed in SHAR.

In GAR, ASA class was not associated with the risk of other reoperation (unadjusted HR ASA III--IV vs. ASA I: 1.2, CI 0.6--2.5) ([Table 4](#t0004){ref-type="table"}, see [Supplementary data](https://doi.org/10.1080/17453674.2019.1605785)). In SHAR, ASA class was associated with a greater risk of other reoperation within 3 months following primary THA than after 3 months and within 5 years (unadjusted HR ASA III--IV vs. ASA I within 3 months: 3.2, CI 2.3--4.3; after 3 months and within 5 years: 1.6, CI 1.2--2.1).

###### 

Associations with the risk of other reoperation (time-invariant HR unless specified)

                        GAR cohort                                               SHAR cohort
  --------------------- -------------------------------------------------------- -------------------------------------------------------
  Univariable model                                                               
   ASA I                1 (ref)                                                  1 (ref)
   ASA II               0.9 (0.5--1.8)                                           1.8 (1.3--2.4)[a](#TF10){ref-type="table-fn"}**^,f^**
                                                                                 1.2 (1.0--1.6)[b](#TF11){ref-type="table-fn"}**^,f^**
   ASA III--IV          1.2 (0.6--2.5)                                           3.2 (2.3--4.3)[a](#TF10){ref-type="table-fn"}**^,f^**
                                                                                 1.6 (1.2--2.1)[b](#TF11){ref-type="table-fn"}**^,f^**
  Multivariable model                                                             
   ASA I                1 (ref)                                                  1 (ref)
   ASA II               0.9 (0.4--1.7)                                           1.7 (1.2--2.2)[a](#TF10){ref-type="table-fn"}**^,g^**
                                                                                 1.1 (0.9--1.5)[b](#TF11){ref-type="table-fn"}**^,g^**
   ASA III--IV          1.1 (0.5--2.4)                                           2.7 (2.0--3.7)[a](#TF10){ref-type="table-fn"}**^,g^**
                                                                                 1.4 (1.0--1.8)[b](#TF11){ref-type="table-fn"}**^,g^**
   Sex                                                                            
    Male                1 (ref)                                                  1 (ref)
    Female              0.8 (0.4--1.6)[a](#TF10){ref-type="table-fn"}**^,c^**    0.6 (0.5--0.8)[a](#TF10){ref-type="table-fn"}**^,h^**
                        1.8 (1.0--3.2)[b](#TF11){ref-type="table-fn"}**^,c^**    1.0 (0.8--1.2)[b](#TF11){ref-type="table-fn"}**^,h^**
   Diagnosis                                                                      
    Primary OA          1 (ref)                                                  1 (ref)
    Secondary OA        3.1 (1.6--6.0)[a](#TF10){ref-type="table-fn"}**^,d^**    1.8 (1.5--2.2)
                        0.7 (0.4--1.5)[b](#TF11){ref-type="table-fn"}**^,d^**     
   BMI                                                                            
    \< 35               1 (ref)                                                  1 (ref)
    **≥** 35            4.5 (1.9--10.3)[a](#TF10){ref-type="table-fn"}**^,e^**   2.6 (1.9--3.4)[a](#TF10){ref-type="table-fn"}**^,i^**
                        1.1 (0.4--2.9)[b](#TF11){ref-type="table-fn"}**^,e^**    1.2 (0.8--1.7)[b](#TF11){ref-type="table-fn"}**^,i^**
   Age                                                                            
    \< 85 y             1 (ref)                                                  1 (ref)
    **≥** 85 y          0.9 (0.4--2.0)                                           1.9 (1.4--2.4)

^a^HR within the first 3 months.

^b^HR after 3 months and within 5 years.

^c^A change in HR within the first 3 months and after was suspected (p = 0.08).

^d^The change in HR within the first 3 months and after was statisti-cally significant (p = 0.003).

^e^A change in HR within the first 3 months and after was suspected (p = 0.05).

^f^The change in HR within the first 3 months and after was statisti-cally significant (ASA II: p = 0.05, ASA III--IV: p = 0.001).

^g^The change in HR within the first 3 months and after was statisti-cally significant for ASA II (p = 0.05) and close to statistical signifi-cance for ASA III--IV (p = 0.05).

^h^The change in HR within the first 3 months and after was statisti-cally significant (p \< 0.001).

^i^The change in HR within the first 3 months and after was statisti-cally significant (p = 0.001).

The most frequent indications for revision in both cohorts were dislocation, infection, and periprosthetic fracture, and for other reoperation in both cohorts were infection, periprosthetic fracture, and hematoma ([Table 5](#t0005){ref-type="table"}). 

###### 

Indications for revision and other reoperation within 3 months by ASA grade

                                       Geneva    Sweden                                                                        
  ------------------------------------ --------- ------------ ---------- ------------ ------------ ------------- ------------- -------------
  Indications for revision, n (%)                                                                                               
   Dislocation                         1 (0.2)   5 (0.1)      12 (0.9)   18 (0.3)     30 (0.1)     103 (0.1)     57 (0.3)      190 (0.2)
   Infection                           1 (0.2)   8 (0.2)      7 (0.5)    16 (0.3)     81 (0.3)     356 (0.5)     195 (1)       632 (0.5)
   Periprosthetic fracture             0         6 (0.2)      7 (0.5)    13 (0.2)     24 (0.1)     80 (0.1)      42 (0.2)      146 (0.1)
   Aseptic loosening                   0         4 (0.1)      3 (0.2)    7 (0.1)      8 (\< 0.1)   21 (\< 0.1)   8 (\< 0.1)    37 (\< 0.1)
   Implant malposition                 0         1 (\< 0.1)   1 (0.1)    2 (\< 0.1)   3 (\< 0.1)   8 (\< 0.1)    3 (\< 0.1)    14 (\< 0.1)
   Other ^a^                           1 (0.2)   1 (\< 0.1)   1 (0.1)    3 (0.1)      1 (\< 0.1)   2 (\< 0.1)    3 (\< 0.1)    6 (\< 0.1)
   Unknown                             0         0            0          0            2 (\< 0.1)   3 (\< 0.1)    0             5 (\< 0.1)
   Total                               3 (0.6)   25 (0.7)     31 (2.3)   59 (1.1)     149 (0.5)    573 (0.8)     308 (1.5)     1,030 (0.8)
  Indications for reoperation, n (%)                                                                                            
   Infection                           1 (0.2)   11 (0.3)     3 (0.2)    15 (0.3)     45 (0.2)     219 (0.3)     106 (0.5)     370 (0.3)
   Periprosthetic fracture             0         3 (0.1)      6 (0.4)    9 (0.2)      4 (\< 0.1)   16 (\< 0.1)   10 (\< 0.1)   30 (\< 0.1)
   Hematoma                            1 (0.2)   4 (0.1)      1 (0.1)    6 (0.1)      1 (\< 0.1)   9 (\< 0.1)    8 (\< 0.1)    18 (\< 0.1)
   Abductor avulsion                   0         2 (0.1)      1 (0.1)    3 (0.1)      1 (\< 0.1)   1 (\< 0.1)    0             2 (\< 0.1)
   Dislocation                         0         0            0          0            3 (\< 0.1)   8 (\< 0.1)    1 (\< 0.1)    12 (\< 0.1)
   Cement problem                      0         0            0          0            1 (\< 0.1)   3 (\< 0.1)    2 (\< 0.1)    6 (\< 0.1)
   Other ^b^                           0         3 (0.1)      1 (0.1)    4 (0.1)      2 (\< 0.1)   7 (\< 0.1)    1 (\< 0.1)    10 (\< 0.1)
   Unknown                             0         0            0          0            1 (\< 0.1)   3 (\< 0.1)    2 (\< 0.1)    6 (\< 0.1)
   Total                               2 (0.4)   23 (0.7)     12 (0.9)   37 (0.7)     58 (0.2)     266 (0.4)     130 (0.6)     454 (0.4)

**^a^**Other includes: infection suspected but not confirmed; hematoma; other material left in joint; nerve injury; delayed healing; pain.

**^b^**Other includes: infection suspected but not confirmed; pain; allergy to suture; other material left in joint; aseptic loosening.

Discussion {#s0006}
==========

Our study had 3 important findings on outcomes within 3 months after primary THA. 1st, preoperative ASA classes III--IV compared with ASA class I were associated with a more than 3 times higher risk of very early revision. 2nd, preoperative ASA classes III--IV compared with ASA class I were associated with a more than 2 times higher risk of very early other reoperation in SHAR. These risks were independent of age, sex, BMI, and diagnosis. 3rd, a substantial proportion of early revision and other reoperation procedures in patients with ASA classes III--IV were performed within 3 months of primary THA. We also found that beyond 3 months and within 5 years after primary THA patients with increased ASA class were not at increased risk of revision in GAR and were only at a slightly higher risk of revision in SHAR.

This study has limitations. 1st, the ASA classification system has been criticized because of the subjective nature of the assessment, which has poor inter-observer correlation (Ranta et al. [@CIT0012], Mak et al. 2002). Despite this, as noted by Hooper et al. ([@CIT0005]), the ASA classification system has remained the most widely used anesthetic preoperative assessment and the most widely collected tool for measuring comorbidity by arthroplasty registries worldwide. We accept that there may be poor inter-observer reliability when determining between ASA class I and II, but we agree with Hooper et al. that the difference between ASA class I and III is so profound (a normal healthy patient compared with a patient with severe systemic disease) that we believe that the significance of our results, when comparing ASA class I with ASA classes III--IV, was unlikely to be affected by this potential error.

2nd, the ASA class in our data represents only a snapshot of the physical health status of each patient, taken immediately prior to primary THA. This is a general drawback of using ASA class because it is assessed only in the context of surgery. We do not know whether physical health status changed subsequent to THA, and if this had an influence on revision and other reoperation rates. With increasing follow-up, other health changes might intervene that would attenuate the influence of a single baseline measure. However, we aimed to determine the influence of preoperative physical health status, to enable the identification of high-risk patients preoperatively, so the possibility of subsequent changes should not detract from our results.

3rd, our results were adjusted for age, sex, BMI, and diagnosis, but other factors may have had a confounding effect. Here, we elected to focus on patient factors that are routinely measured before THA, and so may be used when counselling patients considering THA. We did not adjust for surgical factors, such as surgical approach and implant fixation, which are known also to influence early revision and other reoperation rates (Jämsen et al. [@CIT0006], Meneghini et al. [@CIT0009]). The reason for this decision is that each of these factors is chosen by the surgeon, and these choices may be influenced by ASA class, age, and BMI. Therefore, the inclusion of surgical factors in the models may lead to over-adjustment.

We included both procedures in patients who had undergone bilateral THA. This is because the ASA class may change between the 2 operations. Indeed, a sensitivity analysis in GAR and SHAR including only the first procedure in each patient showed similar results to the analyses, including bilateral cases. Nevertheless, since ASA class is associated with outcome, the preoperative ASA class of the 2nd THA would influence the outcome of both the 1st and 2nd THAs. Thus, a degree of correlation in patients with bilateral THAs cannot be excluded.

4th, GAR is a small registry and we included cases since 1996. This might limit the applicability to modern patients; however, we compared the results with results in the larger SHAR with recent data and the results were similar.

Many studies have suggested that patients with poor overall physical health have a higher risk of early revision. A systematic review found 5 papers that reported greater preoperative comorbidity was associated with a higher risk of revision, with outcome ranging from 6 months to 8 years (Prokopetz et al. [@CIT0011]). The Charlson Comorbidity Index was used as the measure of comorbidity in these papers. Whilst the Charlson score is widely validated, its limitation is that it simply considers the presence or absence of certain diseases and does not account for their severity. Furthermore, it requires more information than the ASA classification system to complete and is not routinely calculated before THA, or widely collected by registries.

To our knowledge, 2 reports of arthroplasty registry data have investigated the influence of ASA class on early revision rate. Hooper et al. ([@CIT0005]) found an adjusted hazard ratio of 1.4 (CI 1.0--2.0) when comparing revision rates of patients with ASA class I versus III within 2 years postoperatively in the New Zealand Joint Registry. This agrees with our findings; however, the effect of increased ASA class on revision rate was less than in our study. This difference may be because Hooper et al. studied the longer period of 2 years postoperatively. Our data indicate that the effect of increased ASA class is highest within 3 months and decreases thereafter. The 2018 annual report of the Dutch Arthroplasty Registry reported graphically the revision rate after primary THA stratified by ASA class (Dutch Arthroplasty Register 2018). Although numerical data are not reported, the survival curve demonstrates a higher revision rate within 3 months of primary THA in ASA classes III--IV cases than ASA class I cases, similar to the trend observed in GAR and SHAR.

Data on the rate of other reoperations are scarce and we could find no previous study that had investigated the influence of preoperative health status on other reoperation rate with which to compare our results. This likely reflects several factors. 1st, the previous lack of a formal definition of what constitutes reoperation after arthroplasty. 2nd, study of revisions has taken precedence because they are seen as a more serious complication. 3rd, very few arthroplasty registries collect data on other reoperations.

Our study is the first to demonstrate that poor preoperative physical health status as measured with the ASA class is associated with increased risk of early other reoperation. We note the cumulative incidence of other reoperation was higher in GAR. Whilst there may be a real difference in other reoperation rate between the 2 registries, this observed difference alternatively may reflect greater completeness of capture of other reoperations in GAR.

That a substantial proportion of early revision and other reoperation procedures, performed in patients with ASA classes III--IV, occurs within 3 months of primary THA is a clinically important finding. It identifies this period of 3 months as critical to efforts to reduce revision and other reoperation rates. Infection, periprosthetic fracture, and dislocation were the most frequent indications for very early revision and other reoperation. Strategies to reduce the risk of revision targeted to these complications during this very early postoperative period may be designed and implemented for patients with ASA classes III--IV most at risk, and are a key focus for future work. These may include preoperative, perioperative, and postoperative interventions. Such intensive strategies may be appropriate and acceptable in this cohort of patients over this time frame with regards to patient preference and resource constraints.

In summary, our study has identified that within 3 months of primary elective THA patients with preoperative ASA classes III--IV have a higher risk of revision and other reoperation. The proposed benefits are improved patient counselling, targeted risk-reduction strategies, and improved risk adjustment between datasets.
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